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It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in fhQ KM iro ^ f Allr " A/Q hility TL cx^WJ^ * 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 

The examiner's amendment was agreed to and authorized by Ms. Costales. The amendment was made in order to 
ensure that each of the present claims recites the proper status identifier. 

Additionally, with respect to the declaration filed 12/1 1/03, the examiner noted that there was a typing error on page 
3 of the declaration with respect to the formula for fy, or R T Specifically, the Table on page 3 of the declaration 
recites the formula XONtCH^CH^H-JC^H^n)". However, given that this formula corresponds to CONR lt R f7 (see, for 
instance, page 9, line 19-20 or Table 2 (118) of the present specification or present claim 6), it is clear that the correct 
formula is "CONfCH^CHCC^H^C^I-LjCn)]^. Ms. Costales agreed that an inadvertant typing error had been made and 
faxed to the examiner a corrected Table, wherein the above typing error has been corrected, to replace the Table 
found on page 3 of the declaration filed 12/1 1/03. 



